
x SPEECH OF Mr. 8TEPHEN8,
OF GEORGIA,

On the President'a Message of August 0, 1850,
concerning Texas and New Mexico.

f I* TBI House OF Rirsxa»TATivu, ActciT 9, 1850.

,
The House being in Committee of the Whole on the state

of the Union, and having under consideration the Civil and
l)iplom*Uc Appropriation BiU for the fiscal year ending 30th

chair).^ ( ' °f CaroIin*' « the

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, addressed the committee
as follows:

Mr. ( hairmax : The most interesting of the nunv inter¬
esting subjects which are now pressing themselves upon the
consideration of this House and the country, in my opinion,
in the message communicated a few days ago by the Presi-

j* v° j ^gre,i8 uP°n the subject of the Tex ait boundary,
and the difficulties and embarrassments attending that ques¬
tion. That message is now upon your table. It deserves
our immediate consideration, and demands wise, prudent,
and speedy action. I propose, therefore, in what I have to

*ay upon this occasion, to confine myself to the general
topics embraced in it; and it is a matter of regret to me, in
the midst of so many disquieting and irritating causes which
now distract and stir up the public mind, to see that we are

hkaly to have new elements of strife and contention, to excite
and inflame those strong sectional feelings which for seme

time past have so unhappily existed among us. These
elements are to be found in the message alluded to. The
principles assumed by the President in that paper are, in my
judgment, in several particulars, unsustained by the Consti¬
tution and laws of the I. nited States, and dangerous in their
tendencies, not only to the rights of the States, but to the
liberties of the people. They strike at the very foundation
upon which the whole structure of our system of represent¬
ative republican government was reared, and upon which
alone it can permanently stand. This, I know, is stronc
language, but no stronger than the truth requires to be suo-

Jien. There is no principle more essential to the preserva-

v°>.r lGov'rnrueut th. ^at the military in time of
peace shall be subject to the civil power. The message is
in opposiuon to this principle. The President informs us
that by the Constitution of the United States, the Presi-

tZi n? ,7"' r,^ ®?.maa^er->n*chiefof the army and navy,
and of the militia ofthe several States, when called into the
actual service of the United States. The Constitution de-
dares also that he shall take care that the laws be faithfully
executed, and that he shall, from time to time, give to the
Congress information of the state of the Union."

This. sir. is true. By the Constitution the President is
he commander-in-chief of the arinv and navy of the United
States, and the militia of the several States when called into
the actual service of the United States; and it is his dutv

B.?th"I*. fa'thfu,|y executed. Tliis is all true.
But there is something else equally true, and that is, that

SlfSX , ; la? are fa/lbfu,,->' executed, he must him¬
self act in subordination to law, and in conformity with the
proMsions ofthe laws which point out the mode of their

which
" °an U8C th<? mi,itar-v 10 execute no law

courts.
COntain8no Provu,on8 for its execution first by the

{T)CT a*?rt£ that "tbe Constitution of

l. K T ffi,JflarPS,thal 'this Constitution, and the
awsofthe Lnited States which shall be made in pursuance

J V?'?? made' or which shall be made, under

oVr^^^^'haU be the supreme law
w

h land- And then he refers to the late treaty with
Mexico, and amongst other clauses he refers particularly to

n
l° Mexicans who remain

tW life*
territory protection in the free enjoVment of

ol tL r rX? P.r?Pert-v- and wurity in the free exercise
of their religion, without restriction. In this wav he assumes

I f treat-<"f Guadalupe Hidalgo is such a law as he is
bound to see faithfully executed" in all its obligations. He
further informs us that the State of Texas is about to extend

of thCe R J'l" °uCr a P°rtl0n of country hring this side
of the Rio Grande within the limits ofthe lwundarv of Texas
as onguially claimed and asserted bv her, but which, in hit

tlle ^eue.' Government, and not to
Texas, by virtue of the cession made by the late treatv. And
without suggesting the slightest cause to apprehend that

Untie 1 °f " li,berty' an<1 religion," guar-
antieil to Mexicans under the treatv. would 1* interfered

tWrfth* eXtent'°'1 °f thc civil Jurisdiction of Texas over
those ofthem residing east of the Rio Grande, even if thev
were included in the terms ofthe treatv. he tells us that he

TeL»°andifnTeaiSt 6UCh extVwion of her Jurisdiction bv

,1" lf necessary to repel it with the mUitarv force of

fWvn T
ernment at his control. By information received

Kl T°'nC Caa d°ubt that 8,1C intends to maintain

bv her a\nd°weCt COCX^n"ive with thp boundary claimed
5. P ;,l

bave the '""Ue fiurly presented whether

ltdTitfUl POWer*Umlrr ,lle Constitution
and laws of the Lnited States, as those laws now exist to

ties of Tex?'7 1°. at .h'H *ommanJ a^'nst the authori¬
ties of Texas. I maintain that he has not. I meet the
question at the threshold. It is one of the most im^rtam
should h^ r a^n,m C°UBtr}'; and ita decision, if force
should be resorted to, cannot fail to mark an era in its his-

IsSrt that"»n0| (k fen'tKe P°wrr ho a"'i '

power L tim^ir C°nit,tu*iou and laws, he has no
power, m time of peace. «,n seeing that the laws are faith¬
fully executed, to resort to military force, except when their

nafs fo^the°«uJ th» C0Urb^Tthe legally constituted tribu-
nalu tor the administration of justice mav be'illeo-nllv

This proportion K
in 1 i ,

confidently. It is above the reach ofassailment,
"her St'th, P°rr °fre(Uftttion- And 1 'naintain. fur¬
ther that the >ery laws cited by the President, from which
he claims the exercise of the extraordinary and unwarranted
power he does sustain the proposition/ The^Ven act,

riotkT T rP 8hphte8t degree, confer the power which he

c^der th°enir8Wld ** he-tends to exe,

Coiof'S fni ,»He Citr^ !hp 2d B0cti0n ofthe act of

T'frhaM i willi J \ ,
UlC aCl °f thc 3,1 March, 1 HOT. But

. decTareslaT'r °f th<> r,°f thc 28th of February. 1795,

. be opJosid oTi er the laWB °f thc Unit<>d^ shall

. combinations toWrfufJl^^'n T 8ta,te' bv

. course of judidSwS®^ "tppre-e-l by the ordinary
. marshals, the PreaTCt f l In vested in the
' mav u necessary to

y 5 h° mil,t,a' KO far as

. cause the UwrJte XPPrCM and to

" By the act of MarchVIgO?^';. i i u .

. cases of obstruction to th\Wa '

k P^0^"3^ !hat' in a"
4 or anv individual State orV °L the Lnit,>d !StatCH
. the President to call forth ^ W 18 ,awtul for
4 causing the laws to be duly e\'",'Va/°.r » f PurlK>8e o}'
. him to employ, for thc same pul ' "J"11 ^ la^Ul for
' or naval force of the United Sta^TVr' of ihe land
4 Cessary.'' ^ a" "hall be judged nc-

These arc the acta of Congress upoi whirh he relies. Thefirst, it will be perceived.only authorizes him in certain eases
to call nut the militia; the second authc;7(,H j,jm in aII*»/>i-i!ar cases to use the army and navy if n^ga,^-. He has.however, no authority, under either act. to v,e the army and
navy, or to call out the militia, for the purpce 0j- aiding inthe execution of the laws, except in such ca*. as are pro¬vided for by the act of 1795. And what art those ] Theyare such >« where the laws may be opposed in ti^r execu¬tion, or obstructed in any State, by combinations ^ pow¬erful to be suppressed by the ordinary course of j-diciulproceedings, or the power vested in the marshals, 'jfyg igthe only class of cases where the President is authorizo t,0
use the military force of the country to aid in the exe«,_t ion of the laws of the United States. It is where the du
course of law, through the courts and by the marshals, in
opposed and obstructed, or where the combinations in resist¬
ance to law " are too powerful to be suppressed by the ordi¬
nary course of judicial proceedings, or the power vested in
the marshals."'
Now, sir, is there any such case, or is there likely to Ik?

any such cane, in the territory over which Texas in about to
establish her jurisdiction! I* there any law, any act of
Congress, in force there, which cannot be executed in the
ordinary courso of judicial proceeding? No one will assert
there is either any law or "judicial proceeding" authorized
by law in that country, known to your statute book. You
have passed no law for the country, even on the suppositionthat it rightfully ltelongs to you, and not to Texas. If the
country belongs to the United States by conquest, as the
President soys, then its government devolves upon Congress.
But Congress, as yet, has provided no government'for it.
They have given the people there no law defining rights, or
courts for the redress of wrohgs. But the President saysthat the frratif is a law, and that-he is Itound to protect the
rights which it secures. But, sir, I deny that the obligations
of this treaty, or any treaty, weighty as they may be, which
require legislation for their proper execution ami fulfilment,
can be discharged and performed by the President, unless
he be first empowered by the necessary laws. I grant that
this Government, bv the ratification of this treaty, assumed
obligations toward* certain Mexicans which ought in good
faith to be o|»scrved. But it does not follow that the Presi¬
dent is to assume the discharge of these obligations himself.
The same treaty put us under obligation to pay the Govern¬
ment of Mexico twelve millions ofdollars.that was as much
the law of the land &s the guarantee of rights now under
consideration; and vet the President, I presume, would not
dare to put his hand into the Treasury, and pay what is due
under that stipulation, without the authority of an act of
appropriation. In our treaty with Great Britain, in 1815,
establishing, to some extent, a reciprocity in trade, it was
provided that goods and merchandise, and products comingJirom certain Iiritish possessions, should lie admitted into our
ports upon as good terms as those we extended to the most
favored nations bringing like products. Thia stipulation was
»a much the law of the land as the obligations to theseMexicans; and yet it required an act of Congreu to carryit into effect and secure the rights under it.that is, to ac¬
commodate the commercial laws of the country to suit the

stipulations of the treaty. The President could not have
enforced the right* secured to British subjects under that
treaty by an executive order; neither can the President fulfil
the existing obligation to pay Mexico the balance of what is
due her of the twelve millions, without the concurrence of
Congress. No idea could be more erroneous than to sup¬
pose, because a treaty is the law of the land, that the Presi¬
dent can of himself assume the fulfilment of its obligations
when those obligations do not rest upon him alone, but upon
the Government in all its department*.legislative, judicial,
and executive. And that is the case now before us. The
obligations of this treaty as to the rights of " liberty, property,
and religion," on the part ofthe Mexicans, rest not upon the
President alone, but upon the Government of the United
States.the law-making, the law-expouiu/ing, and the law-
executing powers conjointly. The luw-makmg power must

first sjteak. I.aws defining rights and wrongs must be first
passed. Courts must also be instituted to expound those
laws, and marshals must be duly appointed to execute their
mandates. And if the execution ofthe laws thus passed be

opposed by combinations too powerful to be suppressed by
the ordinary course of judicial proceeding thus established,
then, and not till then, would the President be justified,
under existing laws, to resort to the military force for the
protection of the rights secured by that article of the treaty.
By the Constitution of the United States it is expressly
provided that cases arising under treaties shall be determined
by the judiciary. The military, in this country, by no law
in your statute book, can be called out in time of peace, but
in aid of the execution of laws in the channels of the courts,
or in assistance of the marshals in the discharge of duties
vested in them by law. If the President therefore shall, in
the contingency he apprehends, use the military forces at
his command against the authorities of Texas, it will be
without authority of law.a daring usurpation of power,
and a gross violation of the Constitution of the United
Statee.

Mr. Chairman, one of the surest safeguards of public
liberty is, that in time of peace the military shall be subor¬
dinate to the civil authority. And one-ofthe gravest charges
brought against the King of England in that long list of
abuses of power enumerated in our Declaration ol Indepen¬
dence, and which lost him the American colonies, was that
of quartering troops in the colonies without the consent of
the legislatures, and of rendering " the military independent
ot, and superior to, the civil powfer." Sir, this principle
dates back anterior even to that. It constitutes the soul and
spirit of Magna Charta itself. The old barons of England
at Runnyinede, in 1215, achieved for themselves, their nation,
and mankind, no greater or more important principle than
that which compelled'King John to grant that in all time to
come within his realm.

"Julius liber homo capiatur, vet imprisonetur, nut dis-
saisiatur, aut utagetur, aut exuletur, aut aliijuo modo dt-
struatur; nee super eum ibimus, nec super turn mittimus,
nixi per legale judicium suorum, parium vel per legem
terra-y

" freeman shall be seized, or imprisoned, or dispos¬sessed, or outlawed, or in any way destroyednor will we
condemn him, nor will we commit him to prison, excepting
by the legal judgment of his peers, or by the laws of the
land."

I his principle has remained unshaken in England for
upwards of six hundred years. Our ancestors brought it
with them to this western continent. The framers of our
Constitution reproduced it, somewhat modified in form, but
the same in spirit and substance, in that great charter of
power by which every officer of this Government is limited
and controlled. The fifth article of the Constitution of the
United States provides that.

" Xo person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property,
' without due process of law."

I he sixth article is in these words:
" In all criminal prosecutions the accused shall enjoy the

right to a speedy and public trial by an impartial jurv of
. the State and district wherein the crime shall havo been
committed, which district shall have been previously ascer-

' tained by law; and to be informed of the nature and
' cause of the accusation; to be confronted with the wit-
' nesses against him ; to have compulsory process for obtain¬
ing witnesses in his favor; and to have the assistance of

' counsel for his defence."
Now, sir, I ask if a man can be rightfully shot down by

an armed soldiery in pursuance of an Executive order, for
doing what lie could not be even indicted and tried for
doing, much less convicted of any offence for doing, by any
court or code known to the laws of the land ? Call the
President rightfully order the army to shoot citizens ofthe
country in time of peace, who arc guiltv of no crime, or a
violation of no law ? Can a man in this country, by an
order from the Chief Magistrate, be deprived of his life in
time of peace "without due process of law?" Where
there is no law there can be no transgression. You will
observe, Mr. Chairman, that I ain only considering this
question as it now stands. I have, as yet, said nothing
about what would be the condition of things if Concress
should undertake to establish a Government for New Mexi¬
co this side the Rio Grande. If courts should be cstab-

*!e'. ant* '.aws should be passed prescribing the
manner of determining by judicial proceedings the rights of
lcxicans residing there, under the treaty, and clothing the
President with power to call to the aid of the civil authori¬
ties the military force in case the execution of such laws
should be resisted, that would present a very different ques¬
tion from the one now before us. The President has not
invoked our aid, nor asked us to pass any laws that may be
necessary to execute that article of the treaty, or to enable
him to do it efficiently and rightfully, nor has'he even asked
us to pass any law to enable him to use the military force
of the country for that purpose. He has simply announced
what he intends to do in certain contingencies, without
authority of law.

,,
Ifa Position was before us toapass a law authorizingthe President to resist the authority of Texas in extendingher jurisdiction in that part of the country to which refer¬

ence has been made, that would present the question whe¬
ther there is any constitutional power in the General Gov¬
ernment to coerce one of the States of the Union. That is
a question I do not now wish to discuss. It is not now be¬
fore us. If a bill be brought in to confer this power on the
President, then I shall meet it. . That was the distinct ques-

"J- 18f b°tWecn thU Government and the
.ite ol South Carolina. The position assumed by Mr.1illmorc is far outside of that assumed by General Jackson.General Jackson s?cms never to have dreamed of rclyimr

hppn n K
5 a"d 18u7-althoulSh there would havebeen much more reason for his doing so in that case than

i- ,a£?ls,rate' in the cn.se iK-fore us. For,
in South Carolina there were revenue and judiciary laws
in force. And in case their execution had been obstructed,there would have been much more justifiable ground forcalling out the military force than there is in this case, whenthere is no law to obstruct, and no judiciary to ap^al to,the first instance. But General Jackson came to Con¬
gress with a message, and asked an amendment of the laws
providing for the collection of the revenue, to meet the elr-
gency created by the ordinance and laws of South Carolina.

i lan-r
' ?" arnrndmcnt of the acts of 1795

andI 1807, so as to give him full power to call to his aid the
military forces ol the country in case the judiciary should
prove unable to execute the amended laws by reason of re-
sistance to its process or judgments. In accordance with
his views, the act (well known as the force bill) was passedwhich expired by its own limitation in twelve months from
its date. The constitutionality of that act was very much
questioned by many at that time. But that is not the mat¬
ter I am now discussing. It is not even whether General
Jackson, without that act, could have exercised all the pow¬
ers it conferred on him; but it is. whether the President
shall make lus own judgment of the rights of a treatv
without any judicial investigation, the law ofthe land, and
use the military force to carry that private judgment of his
into execution. It is simply, whether we are to be under
military rule or a government of laws.

.
The President says that the question of Texas boundary

'*mic Uiat he cannot decide. In this opinion I fullv con-
cur. Thin is a matter hr haw no more j>owcr to decide than
you I. And until it w determined by agreement between
this CK-erninent and Texas, or by judicial proceeding, it in
beyond province to give even an opinion one way or
the other. But how he can iiwunie to nay that the Mexi¬
cans on th« Ride the Riofirande are not within those limits
over which ?exas can rightfully extend her civil jurisdic¬tion, without the same time undertaking to decide the
question of !*oindary, I cannot understand. These two
positions of the ^resident, to my mind, are irreconcilable.
If any man can shtw how lie can say to Texas, " Thus far
you may go and no 'urthcr," without deciding the questionof her boundary, I si-otild like to hear him. That is cer¬
tainly a decision, and a most emphatic decision of the ques¬tion. It is a decision in the last resort to be executed byforce. And, moreover, it u an Executive decision, without
color of authority. Nothing else can be made of it.
As to the |M>i>ition that the United Htates troops were left

in the territory at the termination of the war, and that it is
the duty of the President, as cotamander-in-chief, to keepthem there, atid to hold jsissession of the country with
them against any interlerenee on the part of Texas, untilthe boundary l»c settled, I do not cousider that it rises to
that dignity which would justify an argument to answerit. If the country belongs to the United States by con¬
quest, its Government devolves upon Congress. And if
any laws In- necessary to defend it. and secure it, it is theduty ol the President to apply to the .law-making jwwerfor authority to do so. And until Congress make# somedisposition of it, or gives him authority to hold it by force,he has no richt or power to do it. Until Congress speaks,he has no authority U> defend by force the military jsisses-sion of the United Mates of any portion of their late acqui¬sitions from Mexico. How lias it Ix-en in California?There we have seen this possession, which it is said he isbound to defend, entirely abandoned; and the whole coun¬
try Uken possession of by people coming from all coun-
tries, and speaking all languages, who have appropriated it
to themselves, and who have set up a government for them»
selves, which we arc called upon to recognise and sanction.
Now, if It be the duty of the President to defend by force

military of New Mcxico thin aide the Rio Grande,
against the authorities of Texan, until the boundary be
settled, why w it not also his duty to defend in lik«j manner
the miliUry possession of California until Congress Khali
make some dis|>ositioii of it! '1 he cane of California is
much stronger in every point of view than that of New
Mexico this aide the Rio Grande. For I have shown that
the President cannot interfere there without the virtual deci¬
sion of the question of Texan boundary, which he admits
that he has no right to decide.

I now go further; and I maintain that if Texas should
be resisted by the Mexican* in this portion of the territory
lying within her prescribed limits, and should apply to the
President for assistance to put down that resistance while
this question of boundary is unsettled, he would be bound,
under the Constitution, and law of 1795, to afford the
necessary assistance. I read from the first section of that
act:

" And in case of an insurrection in any State against the
. Government thereof, it shall be lawful for the President of
' the United States, on application of the Legislature of
' such State, or of the Executive, (when the Legislature
' cannot be convened,) to call forth such number of the
' militia of any other State or States as may be applied for,
' as he may judge sufficient to suppress such insurrection."
These people, it is well known, reside within the limits

of Texas according to the boundaries prescribed by her own
laws. The law of boundary of that State the President is
as much bound to respect and have enforced as any other
law of Texas, ot any other law of any other State, or any
law of the United States, unless it be inconsiatent with the
Constitution ofthe United States, or some law or treaty of
the United States. I repeat, sir, the President is as much
bound to regard all constitutional laws of the respective
Sutes as he is the laws of the United States. And if called
upon in pursuance of the act of 1795, just read, he is as
much bound to assist a State in putting down resistance to
the execution of any of her constitutional laws, as he is to
see to the execution of the laws of the United States. And,
as it is a question which he cannot decide, he is bound to
regard the laws of Texas, whether defining her boundary or

extending her jurisdiction, as valid, unless it comes in c6n-
flirt with the Constitution, or some law or treaty of the
United States. Now, sir, is there anything in this law of
Texas inconsistent with the late treaty with Mexiao 1

I do not intend now to go into a discussion of the Texas
boundary. I did this a few days ago. I do not now wish
to repeat whut I then said. I will barely enumerate some
of the points. You and this House well recollect that I
do not consider the question now as it stood before the war.
Texas, as an independent State, was annexed and admitted
into the Union with such territorial limits as rightfully be¬
longed to her at that time. Her rights were founded alto¬
gether upon the right of successful revolution, and their
extent, in iny opinion then, was to the limits over which
she hud established her jurisdiction. Her limits were such
as she had successfully marked by the sword. I did not
then believe, nor do I now believe, that she had thus estab¬
lished her jurisdiction to the extent of her claim. But the
settlement of her boundary with Mexico was reserved for
this Government. And this Government, without waitingfor peaceful negotiation, proceeded by force of arms to assert
her rights to the extent of her claim. The then President,
Mr. Polk, maintained that her proper boundary rightfullyextended to the Rio Grande, from its mouth to its source;
and this position was maintained in the act declaring war,
by large majorities in both branches of Congress. It did
not receivc my vote, for I did not believe it to be true. But
it received the sanction of this Government in both the
executive and legislative departments. The" Government
of the United States, therefore, I consider to be fully com¬mitted on this point. Unless we are disposed to disregardthe public faith most solemnly plighted, we arc, in my opin¬ion, estopped by the record. It was upon the assertion of
these rights of Texas to the Rio Grande from its mouth to
its source, that the war was declared. It was in vindica¬
tion of the rights of Texas to extend her jurisdiction under
her laws and Constitution to the limits of her Territorial
claim, that the armv was ordered to take a position on the
east bank of the Rio Grande. The war was the conse¬
quence. And now I ask, if there is auything in the treatythat was made at the end of that war inconsistent with
those laws of Texas which the war was commenced to en-
force 1 So far from it, the treaty affirms the boundary to
be the Rio Grande up to the comer of New Mcxico on the
other side of the Rio Grande.then turning westward.
leaving to Texas, without the slightest restriction, all the
territory claimed by her. And, moreover, the treaty has a

map accompanying it, which is made part of it, and in
which the boundary of Texas is clearly and distinctly set
forth, as running with the Rio Grande from its mouth to
its source. So far, then, from this treaty containing any¬thing inconsistent with the previous laws of Texas, definingand asserting her rights, it docs seem to me, upon all the
rules ofjust and fair construction, to affirm and fully eatab-
lish those rights, and utterly to deprive this Government of
all pretext of questioning them, except by bold, open, and
infamous repudiation.

Mr. MOORE inquired whether the resolutions of annex-1
ation did not leave it to the General Government to deter¬
mine the boundary of Texas t

Mr. STEPHEN'S. The resolutions of annexation con¬
ferred uj>on the General Government the power to settle
this question of boundary with Mexico. They givc*thisGovernment authority or power over the subject for no
other object, and to no further extent. This Government
had no jurisdiction over the matter but with Mexico. She
had no power to say to Texas that her limits should be re-1
stricted, but in treating with Mcxico. I have shown that
in the treaty with Mexico there is no clause restrictingthem. Of course she has no power to restrict them nowi
But, to present the subject to the gentleman in a clearer
view, suppose that Mexico had never questioned the rightof Texas to the Rio Grande, could this Government ever
have done so? Would we not have been bound to main¬
tain her jurisdiction to the extent of her limits prescribedby her laws, and to have put down any insurrection againsther laws within those limits 1 The only contesting partyTexas had was Mexico; and when Mcxico ceased the con¬
test, Texas and the United States stood towards each othct
just as they would have stood if no contest had ever arisen,unless in making the treaty which terminated the contest,and where the United States only had jurisdiction, somerestriction was imposed upon Texas. If such restriction
had been inserted in the treaty, of course Texas would have
been bound by it; for this Government had the power in
that way to take jurisdiction over it, bht in no other way.And as the treaty docs not contain any such restriction,
and us Mcxico is no longer contesting, I maintain that
Texas and the United States stand towards each other
upon this subject now just as they would have stood if the
war had never been waged, and Mexico had never disputedher claim. The gentleman, I trust, understands me, and
feels fully answered.

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, asked if it was not
competent for Mcxico to assign her interest in the disputed
territory to the United States, and whether the United
States, under the treaty, was not the assignee of that in¬
terest 1

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, continued. No, sir. In
the articles of union between Texas and the United 8tatcs,
or the resolutions of annexation, Texas gave this Govern¬
ment no power to become the assignee of Mexico. The
only power conferred was to extinguish the outstandingclaim. This Government assumed the character of an um¬
pire. She had power to settle the dispute as a disinterest¬
ed person, but not to bccomc a party to the controversy.She had no power to purchase the outstanding claim, and
to become the assignee thereof. And if she had so pur¬chased it, her rights would have been invalid, and the pur¬chase would have inured immediately, according to the
well-settled principles of law, to Texas, her eatlui quitruxt. But, sir, the treaty shows that she did not at¬
tempt to take an assignment of the interest of Mcxico inthe disputed territory, and to put herself in the shoes ofMcxico in this matter. There are no such words, no such
clause, no ouch intent, to he found from the licginning tothe end of that treaty, and no such construction can he putupon it without committing as great an outrage upon theEnglish language as conic men seem disposed to commit
upon what I now consider to l»e the indisputable constitu¬tional right* of Texas. These rights have, in my judgment,l>een thus indisputably established by the uction of this Go¬
vernment. I do not intend now to speak of the policywhich governed the public counsels at that time. It isknown that I opj»o«ed it to the utmost of my nbility. Butwhat was done then cannot Ite undone now. haveheard a great deal for some years past of the odium of re¬pudiation. And, strange to say, the very men who havebeen loudest in their denunciation against particular Stateswho failed for a time to fulfil their public engagement*, are
now the loudest in their clamors for a total disregard of thepledged faith of the Union. These arc the men, also, who
are pleased to assume to themselves the title of ('oiwerra-tivcfi. Sir, if I know anything of conxervutixm, it is that
principle which sustain* the supremacy of the law, whichmaintains the rights of all parties under the law, and which
never abandons the public faith when once constitutionallygiven.. This is the nature of my conservatism. And could
a more sluuneles* spectacle lie presented to the civilizedworld than for this Government, alter having gone to warwith Mexico for contending that the right* of Texas did notextend to the Kio Grande, and after afiendiiig all the bloodand treasure which was wasted in that war, to turn round
and commence another equally bloody and much more un¬
natural conflict against Texas for asserting that her rightfull*oundary doe* extend to that limit! This is the disgrace,scandal, and infamy which some of you who call yourselvesCutltcrvalivtM would bring upon your country. I belong
to no such claaa of men. I urn for abiding by the order of
things a* I find them constitutionally existing, until theyl»e constitutionally changed. If they get too bad to l>e Itornc
without hope of redress, then I shall be for revolution.

Hut having been led to say more upon this subject of the
boundary of Texas than I intended, in consequence of the
interruptions, I return to the point I was upon. And I
again repeat, that if the President should lie called upon byTexas to put down illegal resistance to her authorities

within her limit*, he would be bound to regard the law of
Texas, defining her boundary, as the law of the land on
this subject, until it be displaced or invalidated by some su¬

perior law. The treaty would have been such superior law
if it had done it- But it did not. A law of Congress, with
the consent of Texas, would be such a law ; but none such
is in existence. Whether a law of Congress alone, with¬
out the consent of Texas, would be such a law, is not now
before us. It will be time enough to discuss that questionwhen It arises. 'All that we now have before us is the mes¬
sage announcing the opinion of the Executive that it is a

question that he cannot decide; but that, until it is decided
by competent authority, he will use force to prevent the ex¬
tension of the jurisdiction of Texas over territory lyingwithin her limits as prescribed by her laws, notwithstanding
those laws are not inconsistent or in conflict with any su¬
perior law; and that he will do this without asking anyauthority from Congress in addition to that conferred uponhim by the acts of 1795 and 1807. I have shown conclu¬
sively, I think, that those acts confer no such authority on
him. And now, in conclusion on this branch of the sub¬
ject, I assert, that if he attempts thus by force to arrest the
legal authorities of Texas, it will be a gross usurpation of
power, which should be resisted.
And if you wish to know what I mean by resistance, or

how I mean it should be resisted, I say distinctly, it should
be resisted by anna, as lawless force always should be re¬
sisted.

I cannot speak for Texas.I have no authority to speakfor her.she has men upon this floor who can speak for her.
But I have mistaken the character of her people if the spiritexhibited at the Alamo and St. Jacinto would submit tame¬
ly to such wanton wrong. The rights and duty of Texas,
to my mind, are clear. If the question be not settled, she
should extend her jurisdiction over this territory.she should
pass all laws necessary to command obedience to her sove¬
reignty within her limits.
And if the execution of those laws should be opposed byforce, cither on the part of the people residing in the disaf¬

fected section or the army of the United States, she should
meet force with force, let the consequences be what they
may. And no man need delude himself with the opinionthat in Buch a conflict Texas would be alone. I have latelyexpressed the opinion that " the first Federalgun that shall
be fired against the people of Texas without the authorityof law, will be a signalfor the freemen from the Delaware
to the Rio Grande to rally to the rescue." And I repeatthe sentiment here this day. The clangor of battle afrCon-
cord, Lexington, and Bunker Hill, did not more magically
arouse every friend of his country, from Massachusetts to
Georgia, in the time of colonial wrongs, than the first roar
of Federal artillery in such a cause, at Santa Fe, will start
to arms, at this time, every true-hearted man south of Ma¬
son and Dixon's line. The former was the beginning ofone
revolution, and it will be well for those to whom the desti¬
nies of this Republic are now committed, to take care that
the latter may not be the commencement of another. The
people in the slaveholding States of this Union cannot mis¬
take this question. They understand perfectly well that
nothing would ever have been heard of this doctrine, of its
being the duty of the President to maintain the possessionof the United States over this country against Texas, if it
had not been that Texas is a slave State. We have heard
nothing of it in California, or Utah, or New Mexico, the
other side of the Rio Grande. We have heard nothing of
the obligations of the treaty securing " life, liberty, and re¬
ligion," to those Mexicans who have fallen within the do¬
minions of the Mormons, or who have become a prey to the
savages that roam over the immense tracts of country be¬
tween the Del Norte and the Pacific. No, sir; we have
heard nothing of these obligations of the treaty, and this
doctrine of holding possession by force without authority of
law, savihg in that comparatively small portion of territorylying cast of the Rio Grande, which falls within the pre¬scribed limits of Texas. " Liberty, property, and religion,"stand in no need of protection amongst the mixed and mot¬
ley herd who have flocked to California from all nations
and climes.these sacred rights are perfectly safe amongstMormons and savages. It iB only in slaveholding Texas
that they need protection. Now, sir, I suy there is no mis¬
taking the issue. And, I tell you, the people of the South
wll meet it as freemen " who know their rights, and know¬
ing them, dare maintain them."

Mr. Chairman, it gives me no pleasure to speak in this
language. I do not wish to be understood as picturing a
state of things which would all'ord me any gratification to
behold. I am but proclaiming disagreeable truths, which
public duty requires me to utter. I am not insensible to the
consequences which would inevitably ensue from such a
collision. I am, therefore, as anxious as any man can be to
avert them if possible; but they can never be averted bythe policy of this message. I have for a long time looked
upon this question of Texas boundary as the most embar¬
rassing one before us, and I feel no hesitancy in saying,that I am in favor of a speedy and amicable adjustment of
it. I am also for a settlement of all the other causes of irrita¬
tion and agitation in the country, which now so painfullydisturb and distract the public mind, as well as the publiccouncils. But it is iiqportant that we do not deceive our¬
selves on these questions. I intend, therefore, to speak
plainly and distinctly to you and the country. When we
talk of an amicable adjustment, we may as well understand
clearly what we mean by it. The President, in his mes¬
sage, notwithstanding this threat of force, urges upon Con¬
gress the settlement df these matters of contention and
strife; that part of the message meets my cordiul approval.Hut how are they to be amicably settled ] This brings us
directly to the principles which must govern our action.to
the basis upon which we are to agree. I shall give youmine candidly and frankly.

So far as the boundary of Texas is concerned, I am will¬
ing to settle that upon the plan suggested by the Presi¬
dent, provided we can agree upon the terms of disposing of
the other sectional difficulties. Wc hear a great deal about
settlement, adjustment, compromise, harmony, and union.
Now, I am for all these. I am no enemy to the Union.
And those of this House who know much of me, know full
well that I mean exactly what I suy. I repeat, I am no en¬

emy to the Union.and I am for its preservation and its
perpetuation, if it can be done upon principles of equalityand justice. Attachment to the Union with me and with
the South generally, I think, is a sentiment of patriotism.it grows out of the recollections of the past, the glories of
the present, and the hopes of the future. It arises from no
base calculation of dollars and cents. But I tell gentlemen
of the North it is for them now to determine whether it
shall be preserved or not. In point of money value, I think
it is worth more to the North than to the South. Wehave
heard but little from gentlemen from that section, for eight
months past, but eulogies upon the Union. If they arc sin¬
cere in the expression of this deep devotion to the institu¬
tions of our fathers, it is time for them to prosent the offer¬
ing which they arc willing to make upon the altar of our
common country for its preservation. If they expect the
South to make all the sacrifices, to yield everything, and to
permit them to carry out their sectional policy under the
cry of " our glorious Union," they will find themselves most
sadly mistaken. It is time for mutual concessions. This
Union was formed for the protection of the lives, the liber¬
ty, and the property of those who entered into it, and those
who should fill their places after them. Allegiance and
protection are reciprocal; where no protection is extended,
no rightful allegiance can be claimed. And no people, in
my judgment, who deserve the name of freemen, will con¬
tinue their allegiance to any Government which arrays it¬
self not only against their property, but against their social
and civil organization. If you, gentlemen of the North,
then, intend to ingraft upon the policy of this common Go¬
vernment your anti-slavery views, and to make its action
conform to your sectional purposes, it is useless to say any¬thing more of compromise, settlement, adjustment, or union.
It is as well for us to come to a distinct understanding uponthe subject at once. I do not place a low estimate uponthe value of the Union to the South; but I do not consider
its dissolution, with all the manifold attending evils of such
an event in full view before me, as the greatest calamity
that could befall us. Far from it. There is no evil which
ctln fall upon any people, in my opinion, equal to that of
the degradation which always follows a submission to insult,
injury, outrage, and aggression. And whenever this Go-
vernment is brought in hostile array against me and mine,
I am for disunion.openly, boldly, and fearlessly, for revo¬
lution. I speak plainly.

Gentlemen may call this " treason" if they please. Sir,
epithets have no terrors for mo. The charge of " traitor"
may be whispered in the ears of the timid and craven-hearted.
It is the last appeal of tyrants. It is no new word of modern
coinage. It is a term long since familiar to those who know
how freedom is lost and how freedom may be won. And I
say here, in the presence of this Hounc, in broad day, that I
will acknowledge allegiance to no Government that puts the
property of the people to which I lielong out of the pale of
the law, and which attempts to fix public odium and reproba¬
tion upon their social order and civil organization. When
that day comes, if it ever does, " down with the Government"
will be my motto and watchword. When I am outlawed by
you, I shall become your implacable enemy. I shall never

kiss the rod that smites inc. And no people who do not de¬
serve to be scoffed at, trampled upon, and k'ickcd by their
oppressors will. I told you that we might as well talk plainly
ii|K>n this subject, and I intend to do it. And it is for you
now, who have nothing on your lip but " union," if you are

in earnest in your professions, to come forward and sssist in
devising the ways and means of sustaining it. I have on a

former occasion given my views upon the subject of our dif¬
ferences^ and I intend to repeat them before I close; but I
have not yet heard anything from those who compose the
majority in this House of a conciliatory character. If your
only reliance for harmony, peace, and union is fore', come
out and say so; or if you have any plan of conciliation,
submit it I am for conciliation, if it cair be accomplished
upon any reasonable and just principles. I am also for mak¬
ing a clean business of it* I am for no partial arrangement.
If we aim at peace, let us have no temporary truce, but per¬
manent quiet and repose. This >» my opinion, cao only be
done by a settlement of all the questions growing out of these
territorial acquisitions upon liberal and proper terms. What
are such terms > This is the practical point for us now to con¬
sider.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Wilxot) aaid
the other day, that these agitations would never cease until
the South ceased her endeavors to force the General Govern¬
ment to conform its policy to their sectional views and inter¬
ests. vThis was the purport of his remarks, if I heard him cor¬
rectly. In this he virtually charged that these agitations came
from the South, and without just cause. And the correctness
of this accusation I deny. When, let me ask that gentleman,
did the South ever attempt to control the action of this Govern¬
ment for the promotion of her peculiar interests > When did
she ever ask this Government to pass any law for the promotion
of her interests ? The North has repeatedly asked for tariff
acts and navigation acts, upon which their interests so much
depend.which have been repeatedly granted. It is true,
that men from the South have often voted for such measures
when presented and urged by the North.not because the
South was particularly interested in them, but because the
North was, and they were willing to advance the interest of
the North, when, in their opinion, they could do so without
injury or detriment to other sections. But when did the
South ever invoke the action of this Government for its exclu¬
sive benefit? I ask for the instance to be named. I recollect
but one, and that is the passage of a law more effectually to
secure the rendition of fugitives from labor ; wliich is our right,
expressly guarantied under the Constitution ; and this you
continue to refuse us. And how is it upon this very territo¬
rial question which is now the source of the excitement, which
the gentleman from Pennsylvania says will never be allayed
until the South ceases her endeavors to gain an unjustifiable
control over the action of the Government ? How does this
case stand ? Who is it that is attempting to control the policy

' of the Government to carry out their sectional views and pur¬
poses ?
A public domain has been acquired by the common blood

and common treasure of all, and the South, who is charged
with endeavoring to control the Government for their purposes,
asks nothing but that the common territory, which is the pub¬
lic property, may be opened to the entry and settlement and
equal enjoyment of all the citizeus of every part of the Repub¬lic, with their property of every description; while it is the
North, who comes here and demands that the whole of this
common domain shall be set apart exclusively for themselves,
or for themselves and such persons from the South as will
strip themselves of a certain species of their property, and con¬
form their views to the policy of the North. I submit it to
every candid man in this House, and to every intelligent and
candid man in the world, outside of the House, if this is not
a fair statement of the question } The South asks no dis¬
crimination in her favor. It is the North that is seeking to ob¬
tain discriminations against her and her people. And who leads
in this endeavor to control the action ofthe Government for sec¬
tional objects f It is the gentleman himself, who brings this
charge against the South. Sia^ deny the charge, and repelit. And I tell that gentleman, and the House, if these agita¬
tions are not to cease until the South shall quietly and silentlyyield to these demands of the North, it is useless to talk ofanyamicable settlement of the matters in contrpversy. If that is
the basis you propose, we need say nothing further about
agreement or adjustment.upon those terms we can never set¬
tle. The people of the South have as much right to occupy,
enjoy, and colonize, these Territories with their property, as
the people of the North have with theirs. This is the basis
upon which I stand, and the principles upon which it rests
are as immutable as right and justice. They arc the princi¬
ples of natural law, founded in natural justice, as recognised
by the ablest Publicists who have written upon the laws of
nations and the rights pertaining to conquests. These acqui¬
sitions belong to the whole people of the United States, as

conquerors. They hold them under the Constitution, and the
General Government, as common property, in a corporate ca¬
pacity.

Vattel, in treating on this subject in his work on the laws
of nations, says, (book 1. chap. 20,/?. 113.)

" All members of a corporation liavc an equal right to the
« use of the common property. But respecting the manner
« of enjoying it, the body of the corporation may make such
« regulations as they may think proper, provided that those
' regulations be not inconsistent with that equality oj nSM' which ought to be preserved in a communion of property.« Thus a corporation may determine the use of a cofnmon
« forest or a common pasture, either allotting it all to the mem-
« bcrs, according to their wants, or allotting cach an equal. share s but they have not aright to exclude any one of the
« members, or to make a distinction to his disadvantage, by' assigning him a less share than that of the others.
The principles here set forth are those upon which I placethe merits and justice of our causc. Under our Constitution,

the power of making regulations for the enjoyment of the
common domain, devolves upon Congress, the common agent
of all the parties interested in it. In the execution of this
trust, it is the duty of Congress to pass all laws necessary for
an equal and just participation in it. And so far from this
common agent having any right to exclude a portion of the
people, or " to make distinctions to their disadvantage, i t is
the duty of Congress to open the country by the removal ot
all obstructions, whether they be existing laws or anything
else, and to give equal protection to all who may avail them¬
selves of the right to use it. But you men of the JNorth say,
that we of the South wish to carry our slaves there, and that
the free labor of the North cannot submit to the degradation
of being associated with slave labor. Well, then, we ray,
as the patriarch of old said to his friend and kinsman, when
disputes arose between the herdmen of their cattle : Let
there be no strife, I pray thee, between me and thee, and be¬
tween mv herdmen and thy herdmen, for we be brethren. Is
not the whole land before thee ? Separate thyself, I pray thee,
from me. If thou wilt take the left hand, then I will go to
the right; or, if thou depart to the right hand, then I will go
to the left." In other words, we say, ifyou cannot agree to en-
iov this public domain in common, let us divide it. You take
a share, and let us take a share. And I again submit to an
intelligent and candid world if the proposition is not fair and
;U8t >.and whether its rejection docs not amount to a clear
expression of your fixed determination to exclude us entityfrom any participation in this public domain
Now, sir, all that we ask, or all that I ask, is for Congress

to open the entire country, and give an equal right to all the
citizens of all the States to enter, settle, and colonize it with
their property of every,kind ; or to make an equitable divi¬
sion of it. Is this wrong ? Is it endeavoring to control the
action of Congress improperly to carry out sectional views
and interests > And am I to subject myself to the intended re¬
proach of being an ultraist for insisiing upon nothing but what
is just and right > If so, I am willing to bear whatever of
rcproach the epithet may impart' If a man be
for insisting upon nothing but his rights, with a wi hngn s
to compTomise even these upon any lair and reasonable terms,
without a total abandonment of them, then I am an ultraist.
And I am mistaken in the character of that people amongst
whom I was born and with whom I have been reared, it a

large majo rity of them, when all their propositions for adjust¬
ment and compromise shall have been rejected, will not be
ultraists too. Be not deceived and do not deccive others
this Union can never be maintained by force. Wnh the con¬
fidence and affections of the people of all sections of the coun¬
try, it is capable of being the strongest and best Government
on earth. But it can never be maintained upon any other
principles than those upon which it was formed. All free
governments arc the creatures of voliUon-a breathcan make
them and a breath can destroy them. This Government is
no exception to the rule. And when once its spirit shall have
departed, no power on earth can ever again infuse in it the rro-
meihcan spark of life and vitality. You might just as well
attempt to raise the dead.

. ,Mr. Chairman, when I look to the causes which he at the
bottom of these differences of opinions between the INorth and
the South, and out of which this agitation springs ; when l
look at their character, extent, and radical nature.entering,
as they necessarily do, into the very organization of society
with us, I must confess that unpleasant apprehensions for the
future permanent peace and quiet of the different States of
this Union forcc themselves upon my mind. I am not, how¬
ever disposed to anticipate evil by indulging those apprehen¬
sions unless compelled to do so. It may be that we have the
weds of dissolution in our system which no skill can eradicate,
iust as we carry with us in our bodies the seeds of death which
will certainly do their work at the allotted time. Butbccause
we are all conscious that we must die, it does not follow ma
we should hasten the event by an act of suicide. We ha
the business, duties, and obligations of life to discharge-
with this Government. Because I may have serious appre¬
hensions of the working of causes known to exist, 1 do
conceive it therefore to be in the line of duty to anticipate
natural efocts of those causes by any rash or unjustifia ^I am disposed rather to hope for the best, whi!e I tee'
to b. prepared for .he won.,. WI,.. i. rc.ll,
fate and destiny of this Republic is a matter o

^speculation ; but I am well satisfied that it
violenteven if the present differences l<e ad juaU'd, unlessand bitter sectional feelings of the North be kept out 01^ weNational Halls. This is a conclusion that all m
^^who know anything of the lessons ol

fd jLess to-day is w.th the
who hears me,would now invoke every member o

sineleness of pur-S5ST-S E&- ,STiK>se with which I have mldrease
. relicvc theremarks, to come up like men h*^J^^nts by which it is atcountry from theJ^^J^^ to ourselves, to thethis time surrounded. Itis¦duy

worId.Tomillions we represent, and
concessions bv the Northdo this, I tell you again,

to make them >
M well as the South-

t0 emb.cc theAre your ^^SiJ by a|| its part. > Have youwhole cou",r* tf Bn,i inflexible determination to carryformed a ft«*,«*¦».
HmJf(pbv numcrical strength, and thenyour measure^ ^ ^ ^ yQU ^ preparedto enforce thmnJ ^ of whatever follows. The responsi-SSTJrS upon your own heads. You may think that!k n.l«uon oTan outbreak in the Southern States wouldtaCjSt\ few of your northern regiments, but you

find to your cost, in the end, that seven mi lions of peo-
I i flffhtin* for their rights, their homes, and their hearth¬
stones, cannot be » easily conquered." I submit the matterI to your deliberate consideration,

1 have told you, sincerely and honestly, that I am for peaceand the Union upon any fair and reasonable term*.it u the
moat cherished sentiment of my heart. But if you deny theae
terms.n you continue " deaf to the voice" of that spirit of
justice, right, and equality, which ahould always characterize
the deliberations of statesmen, I know of no other alternative
that Wii] be left to the people of the 8outh, but, sooner or
later, " to acquiesce in the neceaaity" of " holding you, as the
rest of mankind, enemies in war.in peace, friends."

CALIFORNIA.

Extractsfrom a Letter just receivedfrom a getutlemon residing at San Francisco, dated July 14, i860.
" I know, my dear sir, you csn scarcely fail to doubt, and

perhaps discredit, these statements. But what is true with
respect to the almost magic growth of Ban Francisco, is not
less true when applied to other towns in the interior and on
the same waters. Look, for instance, at Marysville, on the
upper waters of the Sacramento.last year a wilderness, now
a city, whoee streets are thronged with a busy commerce and
boasting of a population of five thousand inhabitants. Look
at Fremont, Vernon, and Yuba City, scarcely a year old,
and yet rivalling hundreds of the towns and cities in the old
States that have boasted of their progress for a hundred years.
Look at 8tockton and 8acramento City, already surpassing in
wealth and population, and in all the elements of successful
enterprise and trade, nine-tenths of the political capitals of the
8tates east of the Rocky Mountains. Look at Benicia, pos¬
sessing an unrivalled harbor, at the natural head of ocean na¬

vigation, quadrupling her population and increasing her trade
and commerce tenfold within the last four months ; the fa¬
vored selection of our Pacific! steamers $ the depot of our mili»
tary and naval stores; the anchorage and shelter of our ships
ofwar, and the destined commercial emporium of the Pacific!
Look at these things, and then cease to marvel at what I have
told you of 8an Francisco. If you will refer to my former
letters on this subject, you will find, I think, that I have given
you satisfactory causes why you cannot reason of things in
California as you would in any other country. Recollect that
our population is doubling every twelve months. Indeed, there
are a thousand reasons that could be given, but it would con¬
sume too much time, and patience, and paper to write them
down. 80 I will content myself with the single observation,
that you do know and can know^ nothing about California
without being here on the spot. Every thing is in a state of
transition. The mo*t important results are developed with
an astonishing rapidity. Even here property-holders do not
feel perfectly settled and safe in their position, lest the un¬

compromising necessities of the vast commerce of Cslifornia
should demand the removal of its great emporium to a place
better adapted to its interests and its wants. Indeed, my dear
sir, you can have no conception of the state of affairs here,
whether with respect to our commercial or political condition.
We are an absolute anomaly 5 and California hap been more

misrepresented, more misunderstood, more wronged, by both
the people and Government at home, than you can possibly
have any just idea of. Why do ihey hesitate to admit us I
Here are we, paying revenue duties, without the advantages
of an admiralty court; without the aid of admiralty jurisdic¬
tion in our commercial operations; without United 8tates
courts; with none of the immunities of the United 6tates laws;
and the only attention which politicians and fanatics at horn*
have deigned to pay as has been to make an pay the customs.
What have we in return for this ? We are not a State, and
therefore are not entitled to the advantages or legal protection
enjoyed by the States. These we are denied ; and that too
in the face of the crying necessities of a commerce with every
portion of the habitable globe, already rivalling that of any
State in the Union. Here we are, ia nondescript inchoate
State, without national law, or a constitutional legal organisa¬
tion, to govern it and to provide for its wants. (You cannot
sell a ship for a just debt for want of courts of cempetent ju¬
risdiction.) In fact, we know no law and have felt no law,
except that law which, in violation of the eternal political
truth that the benefit should accompany the burden, smites
our commerce with the stern and unrelenting power of taxa¬
tion, and cripples it by its unjust and unrequited exactions.
We are not a State, as I have said; nor are we a Territory.
The home Government has refused to recognize us as the one,
and neglected to provide for us an organization and officers
for the other. We have thus been thrown back upon our¬
selves. Were it not for our present State laws (imperfect,
crude, and meager as they are) we should still be in a state
of hopeless anarchy. Our position is without precedent.
While we are paying the revenue tax, as a part and for the
support of the Union, we are excluded from all the benefits of
that Union. We live under a constitution and system of laws
which is not only not yet recognised, but rejected and repu¬
diated by the General Government. In fact, we are living
without the pale of the National Union, under a separate, self-
created, independent organization. California, in a word, is
de facto if not de jure an independent nation, paying mil¬
lions of tribute to a Government which spurns her offer of
allegiancey spreads no protecting tegis over her, and gives her
nothing in return. Shame ! O shame !
" These sentiments are daily gaining ground here, and a

feeling of just and deep indignation is taking possession of the
minds of the people; and if Congress will not admit us, we
shall be compelled of necessity to take care of ourselves, and
they will lose us forever. There is a time when forbearance
ceases to be a virtue. These are some of the manifold wrongs
under which we suffer. Yet, in the face of all these multi¬
plying and complicated difficulties, the onward progress of
California, in all the essentials of commercial and national
greatness, is without a parallel. Witness the growth of the
young cities above referred to; witness the recuperative elas¬
ticity and power with which this city has thrice risen from a

succession of calamities that would have crushed the spirit of
any other people. One, two, thsxk devastating fires within
the Isst few months have swept over it; and in each case,
Phoenix like, a dew and improved creation has instantly
sprung from its ashes in renovated splendor and beauty.
There have been fewer failures here under the circumstances
than in any other commercial community in the world in
which the same amount of interests are involved. Specula¬
tion has been very rarely wild or inflated, because every thing
is on a cash basis. What belter comment on the soundness
of the position of affairs here can you ask than the enormous

shipments of gold dust, following immediately on the heels of
the two last great fires ?.shipments made, too, by the very
dew of men (the merchants) who were the heaviest losers ?
The most unflagging courage and perfect confidence prevail.
Every day's report from the mines brings news of new and'
richer discoveries than have ever been known before. Gold
ia beginning to come down in incredible quantities. The
veins of quartz rock will yield immensely as long as the world1
Btands. There is, in sober truth, no exhaustion, no end to the
wealth of the mines. Nature has establiahed a bank here suffi¬
cient not only to supply our wants, but the wants of the whole
civilized globe ; and the growing neceasities of California have'
only to check upon this bank, and whatever she needs to
make her great, prosperom, and powerful, is ever ready to
meet the demand

Tax House of Buaits..The house in which the author
of " Tam O'Shanter" and "Bonnie J*an" lived and died, in
Dumfries, which was recently advertised for sale by public
auction, has been purchased by his son, Lieut. Col. W. N.
Bums.

A train of thirty-four first class cars, contsining over two-
thousand persons, arrived at Boston on Friday from Wor¬
cester. The passengers were from tbe latter place on a plea¬
sure excursion.

Pobtlahd, (Ma.) Auo. 24.The gravel train on tbe
Kennebec and Portland Railroad was thrown from the track,
thia morning, in Cumberland, killing four Irishmen, and se¬

verely injuring severs! other*, some of whom cannot aurvive.
The accident was caused by timbers and stones being ma-
licioualy placed upon tbe track.

TBIFORMATION WANTED. . Whereas JAMBS
1 HANaBROUGH, a young man now about 24 years ofate,
left the county of Fauquier, in the Slate of Virginia, in Ja¬
nuary, 1845, and went to the county of Harden, in the State of
Kentucky, where he reaided till November, 1845, when he
left, intending to spend some time in Lincoln county, Mis¬
souri, and then to proceed to the Territory of Oregon. Sinos
1845 hia relatives in Virginia have not heard from him, and
cannot ascertain his present locality. By the recent death o*
his father, Elijah Hansbrough, the executor of said deceased
is anxious to hear of or from him. Any person who may have
any information respecting said James Hianabrough will please i

address a letter to me on the subject, directed to Somerville,
Fauquier Munty, VirginU. D^yiD HANSBHOUOH,

Executor of Elijah Hansbroefh, deceased..
june 1.w3m if


